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Trans-Lake Washington Project EIS 
Methodology Report – 6/10/02 

Social 

Guiding Plans and Policies 
• Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Community Impact 

Assessment, A Quick Reference for Transportation, September 1996. 

• WSDOT Environmental Procedures Manual, Section 457, July 2001. 

Data Needs and Sources 
• Recent (November 2000 or later) aerial photographs overlaid with major project 

components. Aerial photographs will be provided by the project team. Plots from the 
GIS system are acceptable. 

• Current (no older than 1 to 2 years) demographic data for the study area, including 
ethnicity and race, age, gender, income, educational attainment, and employment status. 
It is assumed that this data will be provided upon request by the Puget Sound Regional 
Council (PSRC) and/or the U.S. Census. Data needs to be reported at both at the city 
and block level. As necessary, individual municipalities may also provide supplemental 
data. 

• Current adopted comprehensive plans for the following jurisdictions: cities of Seattle, 
Medina, Hunts Point, Yarrow Point, Clyde Hill, Kirkland, Bellevue, and Redmond. The 
environmental team currently has a copy of each jurisdiction’s plans. Comprehensive 
plan amendments from 2001 will be reviewed to ensure that the most current 
information is being analyzed. It is assumed that any amendments and updates will be 
provided upon request by the planning departments of the identified cities or will be 
available on the internet. 

• Current adopted neighborhood plans for recognized neighborhoods in the study area. 
The environmental team currently has all necessary neighborhood plans. It is assumed 
that any amendments and updates will be provided upon request by the planning 
departments of the identified cities or will be available on the internet. Field 
reconnaissance also will be used in order to understand the layout of the respective 
neighborhoods. 

• This analysis will be based in part on a review of the project impacts reported in other 
environmental analyses prepared for the Trans-Lake Washington Project. Consequently, 
portions of this analysis cannot begin until the impacts and mitigation for other 
disciplines have been identified. Key disciplines for review include: relocations, 
transportation, public service and utilities, recreation, and Section 4(f) and 6(f) resources. 
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Proposed Coordination with Agencies 
Agencies will be contacted for information on project-area neighborhood locations and 
community character and resources. Telephone contact and/or face-to-face meetings with 
city staff will occur to supplement information obtained from planning documents. Those 
agencies will include: 

• City of Seattle, Department of Neighborhoods 
• City of Medina, Planning Director 
• Town of Hunts Point, Planning Director 
• Town of Yarrow Point, Planning Director 
• City of Clyde Hill, Building Department 
• City of Kirkland, Department of Planning and Community Development 
• City of Bellevue, Planning and Community Development 
• City of Redmond, Planning and Community Development 

Additionally, the PSRC will be contacted to supplement demographic information and 
projections as necessary. 

Proposed Coordination with Team, WSDOT, and Sound Transit 
To assess social impacts, close coordination will be required with the team leads of the 
following discipline studies: 

• Relocations – need to know if and where any public community facilities or prominent 
residential and commercial uses would be impacted. 

• Land Use – need to know if and where any substantial changes in land use would be 
expected. 

• Transportation – need to know if any surface streets would be cut off; if access would 
change; and if pedestrian and bicyclist facilities and safety would be impacted. 

• Public Services and Utilities – need to know available services, service areas, and access 
impacts. 

• Recreation and Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources – need to know facilities impacted, their 
locations, and any potential mitigation. 

• Environmental Justice – need to coordinate demographic information. 

The social impacts analyst will work with the leaders of these other studies to help 
anticipate impacts. The social impacts analysis will incorporate these early impact 
assessments. Upon completion of these other analyses, the social impacts analysis results 
will be modified as necessary to reflect the final findings of these other analyses. 

Study Area 
The social impacts analysis will focus on neighborhoods that are directly adjacent to the 
improvements proposed on SR 520. The affected neighborhoods include Eastlake, Portage 
Bay, Roanoke, North Capitol Hill, Montlake, University, Laurelhurst, and Madison Park in 
Seattle; Medina; Hunts Point; Yarrow Point; Clyde Hill; Lakeview in Kirkland; Northtown, 
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Bridle Trails, and Bel-Red/Northup in Bellevue; and Overlake, Grass Lawn, Downtown 
Redmond, Northeast Redmond, and Southeast Redmond in Redmond. The study area for 
public services will include any services that have a service area adjacent to the SR 520 
corridor. The analysis of recreational facilities and pedestrian and bicyclist facilities will be 
limited to those within 500 feet of the proposed alternatives.  

Affected Environment Methodology 
The affected environment discussion will describe and summarize the five subelements 
associated with social analysis: community cohesion, recreation, regional and community 
growth, services, and pedestrian and bicyclist facilities. Existing social conditions will be 
described by city, except for community cohesion, which will be described by 
neighborhood. 

Based primarily on information from comprehensive plans, subarea and neighborhood 
plans, and conversations with city staff, community cohesion for each neighborhood within 
the study area will be generally described. The community cohesion section will describe 
the general layout of the neighborhood, including important linkages with public facilities 
and commercial areas. Neighborhood population characteristics will also be described with 
the help of U.S. Census data, respective city data, and information from the environmental 
justice study.  

Based on information in the Recreation analysis and Section 4(f)/6(f) resources evaluation, 
recreational facilities in the study area will be summarized.  

Regional and community growth will include a description of the current population of the 
study area cities (Seattle, Medina, Hunts Point, Yarrow Point, Clyde Hill, Kirkland, 
Bellevue, and Redmond) and their growth projections. City-level demographic information 
(ethnicity, age, income, and employment) will also be included. Data from the U.S. Census 
and city comprehensive plans will be used. The affected environment description will focus 
on areas targeted for growth by city comprehensive plans that are in the study area or areas 
that would be the prime beneficiaries of transportation improvements. 

Existing community services will be briefly summarized based on information contained 
within the Public Services and Utilities analysis. 

Pedestrian and bicyclist facilities will be summarized based on information from 
comprehensive plans, park master plans, and the transportation section. Travel times, 
capacity, circulation, congestion, and safety will be reviewed in terms of neighborhood 
connectivity and bicycle and pedestrian safety. Specific information on the function of these 
facilities may need to be obtained from city staff. 

Environmental Consequences Analysis Methodology 
The environmental consequences analysis will assess potential direct and construction 
effects of the proposed alternatives and their major elements on community cohesion, 
recreation, regional and community growth, services, and pedestrian and bicyclist facilities. 
Impact assessment will be based on GIS analysis, conversations with city staff and service 
providers, review of land use and neighborhood plans, and site visits to each neighborhood 
to confirm potential impacts, as necessary.  
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Additionally, the conclusions of the Environmental Justice analysis, which will be included 
in a separate appendix, will be summarized. The summary will report whether high and 
adverse human health or environmental effects of the proposed alternatives are likely to fall 
disproportionately on minority or low-income populations. 

Direct Impacts 
Community cohesion direct impacts will be analyzed primarily in terms of physical 
disruption. This includes street cutoffs, separating residences from community facilities, 
separating adjoining residential areas, isolating areas, and increasing automobile 
dependency. Project maps will be reviewed to determine any streets that might be cut off. 
GIS will be used to observe the relationship between the proposed improvements and the 
physical layout of residential areas and community facilities within each neighborhood. 
This information will be used to judge any areas of isolation or disruption after 
construction. Displacement information will also be used to determine any losses of 
community facilities or severe disruption of residential or commercial areas. 

Direct impacts on recreation will be briefly summarized, consistent with the findings of the 
Recreation analysis and Section 4(f)/6(f) resources evaluation. The impacts will be analyzed 
to assess their effect on project area neighborhoods. Park acquisition impacts will be 
described quantitatively; access impacts will be described qualitatively. 

It is assumed that there will be no direct impacts on regional and community growth.  

Impacts described in the Public Services and Utilities analysis will be analyzed to assess 
their effect on project area neighborhoods. City staff will be consulted with to determine the 
relative importance of impacted facilities and any difficulties in providing replacement 
services. 

The transportation analysis will be the primary source of information for determining direct 
impacts on pedestrian and bicyclist facilities. Based on the location of the proposed 
improvements and the resulting traffic volumes and travel patterns in the study area, 
impacts on these facilities will be assessed in terms of capacity, safety, circulation changes, 
access, and the need for alternative routes. Additionally, these impacts will be qualitatively 
described in terms of their meaning to the neighborhood(s) where they are located.  

Construction Impacts 
Short-term construction impacts on community cohesion will be analyzed similar to direct 
impacts. GIS will be used to observe the relationship between the construction areas and the 
physical layout of residential areas and community facilities within each neighborhood to 
judge any areas of impact.  

Mitigation Measure Methodology 
The mitigation discussion will identify measures to minimize the identified social impacts. 
Consultation with agency staff will occur to assist in the identification of reasonable and 
acceptable mitigation measures. Mitigation for social impacts such as those resulting from 
increased traffic, noise and vibration, changes in land use, and visual/physical intrusion 
will be developed in conjunction with the related environmental elements sections, and 
summarized in the social section. Mitigation measures for impacts on recreational facilities 
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and pedestrian and bicyclist facilities will be addressed in the Recreation and 
Transportation analyses and the Section 4(f)/6(f) evaluation. Wherever a design adjustment 
can mitigate for a substantial social impact, the social analyst will coordinate with the 
environmental lead, the design team, the affected jurisdiction, WSDOT, and Sound Transit 
to determine if a design alteration is prudent and feasible. 

Mike Behn 
CH2M HILL 
425-453-5000 
mbehn@ch2m.com 
 

 


